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Hugh's 


Views 


by Hugh Fowler 
National Chairman 


of the DuBois Clubs 


The consensus which elected Presi- 
dent Johnson in 1964 is rapidly disin- 
tegrating. This can be seen in two 
ways: 1) the growing opposition to 
the President’s policies on every front, 
and 2) the great expenditure of energy 
on the part of the President to con- 
vince himself and the American people 
that there still is a consensus. Both of 
these facts can be seen most clearly in 
their relationship to the war in Viet- 
nam. The war is becoming of such key 
importance that it will probably be the 
main issue on which President John- 
son rises or falls. 

That there is growing disagreement 
to the Johnson policy of escalation 
in Vietnam is no longer in doubt. 
Most of the countries of the world, 
including France, England and Japan 
— our most trusted allies — have 
questioned our policies in Southeast 
Asia. In our own country, besides 
a greatly strengthened peace move- 
ment, there is now opposition which 
even the most conservative must admit 
is “legitimate.”” Senators Morse and 
Gruening have been joined by Senator 
Fulbright, Senator Church and Sen- 
ator McGovern in their opposition to 
the present Administration policy. Fif- 
teen Senators signed an appeal to the 
President asking him not to resume 
bombing North Vietnam. Twenty-five 
Senators are against escalating the 
war any further. Finally, the Senate 
has formally acknowledged all of this 
opposition and has held open hearings 
on the war in Vietnam. 

There is growing opposition out- 
side of Congress too. Retired General 
James A. Gavin openly criticized the 
military strategy of the United States 
in a letter published in “Harper's” 
magazine. A former Sergeant in the 
Special Forces, who served 18 months 
in Vietnam and was released with an 
honorable discharge, said in ”Ram- 
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parts” magazine that the United 


GRIST 


by Miller 
MOMENTS THAT ILLUMINATE OUR TIME 


Doublethink Dept.: Headline on the late edition of a prominent West 
Coast newspaper last February read, “RUSK’S PLAN FOR PEACE: 
STAND FIRM, CONTINUE WAR.” 


You can’t tell the players without a scorecard: Keeping track of who 
the enemy is in Vietnam is no easy matter (especially for an Ameri- 
can military command which thinks all Orientals look alike); so 
California Representative Craig Hosmer came up with this scheme: 
all Viet Cong should be sprayed with yellow paint, to make them 
instantly recognizable. This reminds us of the old problem of who 
among us mice will tie the bell on the old cat’s neck .. . and that’s 
not the only pause this lunatic scheme should give us. Hosmer is 
also the same Hosmer who advised that the way to win in Vietnam 
is to capitalize on the “ignorance and superstition” of the people: 
to drop on North Vietnam traditional bad luck symbols, and dye 
their rice green. Hosmer referred to his campaign as ““nsychological 
torment.” 


Yes, you heard correctly. An Iowa Supreme Court decision ruled 
that a father should lose custody of his son because he provides for 
the boy an atmosphere that is “artistic, bohemian, and intellectually 
stimulating.” The father was described by the court as “an agnostic 
with liberal politics.” They ruled that the child would have a better 
upbringing with his grandparents in Iowa who would provide “a 
stable, middle-class environment.” The affair has gotten nationwide 
publicity, and the ACLU has stepped in and offered to help the 
father take the case to the U.S. Supreme Court. The distraught Dad 
remarked, “Only in Iowa could this happen.” But lest we forget, 
Iowa is in the U.S.A. 


Leave it to the Beatles to offer the best comment on President John- 
son. Of course, they didn’t intend it that way, but when you listen 
to a Johnson speech, can’t you just hear them singing, “Your lips 
are moving, I cannot hear; Your voice is soothing, but the words 
aren’t clear; You don’t sound different, I’ve learned the game; I’m 
looking through you...” 


Addendum: A few weeks ago the U.S. lost an atomic bomb. We 
haven’t found it yet. Such a thing could make you lose faith in the 
power structure. 
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its policy in Vietnam, on drastic mis- 
calculations. 


States made a mistake in ever getting 
involved in Vietnam, and that we 
should withdraw. George F. Kennan, 
the major architect of the cold war 
containment policy, in testifying be- 
fore the Senate Vietnam hearings, 
said that the United States has based 
its entire foreign policy, especially 


The Senate hearings on Vietnam 
conducted by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations aroused a great deal 
of interest. The hearings were almost 
a disclosure of the disagreements with 
his policy that the President had 


continued on page 11 
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FOR CALIFORNIA'S FARM WORKERS 


by Al Lannon, Jr. 
(with apologies to Dean Swift) 


With the advent of the farmworkers’ strike in 
Delano, California (INSURGENT, Jan.-Feb. ’66), 
the plight of agricultural workers has received 
widespread attention. Ever since seeing Edward R. 
Murrow’s TV documentary Harvest of Shame some 
time ago, I have resolved to seek a solution to the 
problems of the farm laborers of California. I now 
believe I have come up with a workable, equitable 
plan to alleviate the misery of this necessary group 
of workers. 

As you know, these people who pick the fruits 
and vegetables that we eat, live in poverty. Poorly 
educated, poorly housed, clothed and fed, the farm 
workers look forward to no relief from their plight. 
The conditions they live and work under are a 
blot on our national conscience, and present a poor 
image of the American Way of Life to the rest of 
the world. I submit this condition demands cor- 
rection, and offer the following plan of relief. 

California, taking an extremely enlightened posi- 
tion, has a law covering farm workers with Work- 
men’s Compensation insurance. This provides that 
a worker injured on the job may receive weekly 
benefits while off the job due to such injury, covers 
payment of all related medical bills and, most im- 
portant, can give him a lump sum payment for a 
permanent disability. 

The average farm worker family consists of hus- 
band, wife, and three to six children ranging in age 
from two to twelve, with all that are able perform- 
ing work. The highest family income, according 
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to Michael Harrington’s “The Other America,” is 
about $1,500.00 per year. 

Now, if in the course of performing his duties, 
the farm worker meets with an accident — tripping 
in front of a tractor, perhaps — and loses an arm 
above the elbow but below the shoulder, he is 
entitled to a minimum of $5,600.00 from the Work- 
men’s Compensation insurance carrier. This is more 
than three years earnings for his whole family. 

My proposal then, is that each family member 
engaged in farm labor arrange an accident that 
would cost them an arm. It is permissable, of 
course, for a right-handed person to lose his left 
arm and still remain eligible. 

Some may object to the sacrifice of an arm for 
monetary gain, but I suggest that sacrifice is part 
of the American Way. Our leaders call on us for 
sacrifice all the time. And what, I ask you, is a 
brief moment of physical pain compared to a life- 
time of agony and deprivation? 

Granted, there is an element of fraud in contriv- 
ing “accidents,” but I am confident that our law- 
makers, seeing the wisdom of this plan, will enact 
legislation exempting farm workers just as they 
have exempted ceftain industries from general tax- 
ation. I foresee no real difficulty here since our law- 
makers have generously exempted farm laborers 
from most past legislation such as the Wages and 
Hours Act, Unemployment Insurance, etc. 

The benefits of my plan to the nation as a whole 
are vast. 

The farm worker family, by spacing the accidents 
every two years, starting with the eldest, can more 
than double their income without having to work, 
thus freeing them from the bonds of poverty and 


eliminating a social sore on our affluent society. Not 
being required to work, they would not miss the 
lost arm at all. The leisure time would enable them 
to secure the education so long denied them. And, 
as the last child gives his arm, the eldest children 
would be ready for marriage and reproduction, thus 
continuing the cycle unbroken. 

The government would benefit in reduced wel- 
fare costs, etc., thus freeing a sizable portion 
of money for such worthy purposes as improved 
armaments. 

The communities would benefit in increased busi- 
ness as farm workers spent their enlarged finances, 
and would no longer have to contend with blight 
in their midst. 

The insurance companies would prosper through 
higher premiums, and unemployment would dwin- 
dle as the companies added more clerks to handle 
the increased work load. 

Lest anyone complain that this is some sort of 
socialistic help-the-poor and soak-the-rich scheme, 
let me hasten to add that the beauty of this plan 
is that the corporations and businessmen who own 
the farmlands would also benefit. While it is true 


that their insurance premiums would go up, this 
would be more than offset by lower wages and elim- 
ination of the constant spectre of union organiza- 
tion. The farm workers, now financially secure, 
would no longer worry about these troublesome 
items. An adequate labor force would be guaran- 
teed as millions of the nation’s unemployed would 
pour into California when word of the plan spreads. 
(Any temporary shortage could, of course, be met 
with the use of Mexican braceros.) 

California would become undisputed population 
leader in the country, at the same time reducing 
state and county expenditures. A tax cut could 
be effected, thus putting even more money into 
circulation and promoting an unparalleled economic 
upsurge. 


This modest proposal, as I have shown, will be 
of tremendous benefit to all groups and interests, 
from the poorest farm worker to business to the 
state and nation as a whole. Let our slogan be: 
Farm workers of California, Awake! You have 
nothing to lose but an arm; you have a decent 
standard of living to gain. 
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hoped to keep quiet. Never before in 
the history of the United States has 
there been such open and frank dis- 
agreement with a war while we are 
waging it. And never before has this 
disagreement reached the proportions 
that it has recently. Why do you 
think the President found it necessary 
to flee Washington and fly to Hono- 
lulu just when the Senate hearings 
were beginning? 

It is only too easy to see that the 
President is in a quandry about what 
to do now that he sees his precious 
consensus vanishing. All that he has 
been able to do so far is issue state- 
ments vehemently denying the fact 
that there is any lack of consen- 
sus. President Johnson’s State of the 
Union message was little more than 
a vain attempt to bring the doves and 
the hawks under his protective wing 
again. For the doves he had an appeal 
to the U.N. and for the hawks he 
had increased military expenditures. 
The “Honolulu Declaration” was little 
but a repeat performance, with a 
pledge for social reform for the 
doves, and a pledge not to recognize 
the National Liberation Front for 
the hawks. 

However, one has to ask, if Presi- 
dent Johnson sees his consensus yan- 
ishing, what is he going to do about 
it? He has tried to hold it together 
for as long as he can, but with an 
explosive issue like Vietnam, sooner 
or later his consensus will be de- 


stroyed. Since he recognizes this, he 
is bound to pick a side, either the 
doves or the hawks, and try to build 
a new consensus. 

I do not think that there is much 
doubt in President Johnson’s mind 
as to whom he will side with. The 
tone of his statements and the actions 
he has taken recently indicate that 
he will side with the hawks. He used 
the bombing lull to build up U.S. 
troop strength in Vietnam, and then 
he used it as an excuse to further 
escalate the war by resuming the 
bombing of North Vietnam. This 
farce of talking peace and then bomb- 
ing innocent men and women is the 
wickedest hypocrisy, and more and 
more Americans are coming to recog- 
nize it as such. How can we beat (or 
bomb) people over the head, and then 
when we stop and they don’t say 
thank you, and offer to talk about it, 
use that as an excuse to start beat- 
ing (or bombing) them again. What 
nonsense! 

President Johnson fooled hardly 
anyone with his talk of social reform 
in South Vietnam at the Honolulu 
Conference. For how can we be really 
serious about social reform and then 
turn the money for it over to a 
puppet whose only hero is Hitler? A 
would-be Hitler who has said that 
he will neither recognize or negotiate 
with the people he is fighting. 

The only justification we are offered 
for this insanity and barbarism is that 
we are protecting a free people and 


helping them fight the “communist 
menace.” Through newspaper articles, 
speeches by diplomats, the testimony 
of former officials, and Senate hear- 
ings, the American people are coming 
to realize that this is not true. We 
now know that General Ky is not 
concerned with the welfare of the 
people of South Vietnam — how could 
he be when they do not support him? 
We now know that we are supporting 
a regime that is killing, maiming, and 
torturing hundreds of people each day, 
including women and children, just to 
keep itself alive. We now know that 
we are the aggressors in Vietnam, 
that we are the ones who are respon- 
sible for all the barbaric acts we claim 
to be saving the Vietnamese from. 
Therefore it is becoming increasingly 
clear that the only proper thing for 
the United States to do is to get out 
of Vietnam as fast as it can and leave 
Vietnam to the Vietnamese. 

Unfortunately, I do not think that 
President Johnson will choose to do 
this unless he is shown that the 
only consensus that exists on the side 
of the hawks is the one that leads 
straight to atomic annihilation. There 
is only one way for President John- 
son to save himself and that is for 
him to join and fight for the consen- 
sus that is emerging around the desire 
of the American people to get out of 
the war in Vietnam. This is the con- 
sensus which just now is beginning to 
emerge, and it is the only consensus 
with a future. 
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A GREEN BERET’ 
HAS HIS SAY 


DON DUNCAN served in the United States 
Army for ten years. The last eighteen months of 
his service were spent in Vietnam as a Master 
Sergeant in the Special Forces — wearers of the 
Green Beret. 

While in Vietnam, Duncan received the South 
Vietnamese Silver Star, Combat Infantry Badge, 
Bronze Star, U.S. Army Air Medal, and was nom- 
inated for the American Silver Star and the Legion 
of Merit, which are still pending. 

When he returned to the United States, Duncan 
began to write and speak of his experiences in Viet- 
nam, and to lend his voice to the movement to end 
the war. On November 20, 1965, Duncan marched 
in a demonstration sponsored by the Berkeley Viet- 
nam Day Committee. At the rally which followed, 
where he made the following speech, Duncan re- 
marked, “After 10 years in the army it feels great 
to be marching for something that makes sense!” 
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By Donald Duncan 


I went to Vietnam as a member of the U.S. 
Special Forces believing I was going there to help 
fight for a democratic way of life. It wasn’t long 
before my idealism was turning to puzzlement. 
Most of the people with whom I worked looked 
upon the Vietnamese with scornm— they felt that 
those Vietnamese that weren’t stupid were poli- 
ticking thieves. It was agreed by all that the 
Vietnamese leadership was corrupt, inept and cow- 
ardly. Why, then, if this is so, are we helping 
this regime? Simple — they may be rotten; they 
may be corrupt; they may be wrong; they may 
be no good, but they are anti-communist. WHAT 
GREAT LOGIC! 

Those that scorn and ridicule our movement say 
that all Americans should support our administra- 
tion’s reasons for being in Vietnam. Okay, let’s 
look at the reasons why, according to our admin- 
istration, we are in Vietnam. 

1. We are in sympathy with the aspirations and 
desires of the Vietnamese people. If this is so 
it’s certainly belated concern. IF OUR GOVERN- 
MENT HAS SUCH GREAT SYMPATHY FOR 
THE VIETNAMESE PEOPLE WHY DID WE 
GIVE THE FRENCH 24% BILLION DOLLARS 
BETWEEN 1950 AND 1954 TO HELP THEM 
RESUBJUGATE THE PEOPLE OF VIETNAM? 

2. We are in Vietnam to stop the spread of Com- 
munism in Southeast Asia. Napalm is a great con- 
vincer. It’s a great way to sell Democracy and the 
American way of life. 

3. The majority of the Vietnamese people are 
opposed to the National Liberation Front of Viet 
Cong. If this is true, how is it that thousands of 
Viet Cong can maneuver throughout a country the 
size of Vietnam as close or closer than five miles 
to such places as Saigon, Da Nang, Bien Hoa, Plei- 
ku, and other government strongpoints without 
their movements being reported by some of this 
Anti-VC majority? The minority seem to have very 


